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Army oo Ay Aa Praises Paris CW Conference 
CW World Ban 

manaene 71389 Beijing JIEFANGJUN BAO 

in Chinese 15 Jan 89 p 4 


(“Weekly Commentary” by Yu Zhongzhou: “Dual Stra- 
tegic Measures Must Be Adopted To Eliminate Chemical 


Weapons”} 


[Text] The 5-day international conference on banning 
chemical weapons in Paris concluded on the afternoon of 
11 January. Representatives from 149 countries and 
regions attended this conference, and foreign ministers 
led the delegations of over 80 countries. From the time 
the proposal to open this conference was put forward it 
took merely 2 months to prepare such a large-scale and 
high-level intern:tional conference, and this reflected 
the ardent desires of the international community for 
banning chemical weapons. 


The most important result of this international confer- 
ence was its Final Declaration passed unanimously by all 
delegations. The deciaration solemnly stated that all 
countries participating in the conference are determined 

eliminate all chemica! weapons so as to prevent the 
se of this type of weapons; they promise not to use 
hemical weapons and condemn the use of such weap- 
ons. The declaration also stressed the need to conclude a 
treaty at an early date on banning the development, 
production, storage, and use of all chemical weapons and 
eliminating such weapons. It was a gratifying event that 
such substantive results were achieved in the field ot 
international disarmament as soon as the New Year 
came. However, as foreign news agencies’ dispatches 
pointed out, the participating countries “were still hold- 
ing different opinions on the concrete steps although 
they reached general and principled agreement” on the 
issue of banning chemical weapons. This state of affairs 
shows that it is necessary to adopt some dual strategic 
measures in this respect. 


First, it is necessary to ban strictly the development and 
production of new chemical weapons, while the coun- 
tries concerned begin to eliminate thoroughly all their 
existing chemical weapons and production facilities and 
promise not to use chemical weapons. In recent years 
chemical weapons were use i from time to time in some 
regional conflicts, causing s ‘rious casualties. This also 
evoked strong condemnation from international opin- 
ion. However, some advanced industrial countries stiii 
made use of modern technology to develop new chemical 
weapons, and some new toxicants with high toxicity will 
soon be produced, seriously threatening mankind. Peo- 
ple should maintain high vigilance over this. If these 
countries just reduce out-of-date chemical weapons and 
continue to develop new weapons with a higher killing 


CHINA 1 


capacity, then the vicious cycle in the arms race related 
to chemical weapons will not be broken. Then, how 
could there be security in the world? 


Now, who possess the largest chemical arsenals and are 
most energetically engaged in the chemical arms race in 
the world? They are certainly the two superpowers. 
According to some foreign experts’ estimates, the cock 
of chemical weapons kept by the United States and the 
Soviet Union reaches more than 100,000 tons or even 
several hundred thousand tons. They also possess the 
most advanced techno ogy to produce toxicants. There- 
fore, the second dual strategic measure for banning 
chemical weapons is to prohibit any country from 
monopolizing advanced chemical weapons and espe- 
cially to demand that the two superpowers take the lead 
in stopping the development, production, and transfer of 
chemical weapons and eliminate their existing chemical 
weapons as soon as possible, while measures are taken to 
prevent the proliferation of chemical weapons and pre- 
vent the appearance of new chemical producing coun- 
tries. At the Paris international conference the Soviet 
Union announced that it wil! begin to destroy its chem- 
ical weapons in stock in 1989 and is willing to accept 
iaternational supervision. For this, people will still hav« 
to wait and see the concrete actions taken by the Soviet 
Union, and demand that it discontinue production of 
any new chemical weapons. The Soviet Union has 
already expressed its attitude, but what will the United 
States do? Although the United States has also desiroyed 
some of its obsolete chemical weapons, it still takes the 
chemical weapons as a component part of its military 
strength and a major “military deterrence.” If the United 
States is sincere about chemical disarmament, it should 
also take concrete actions. 


As the third dual strategic measure, efforts should be 
made to eliminate various unstable factors that may lead 
to the proliferation of chemical weapons and the inten- 
sification of the chemical arms race, while all countries 
concerned are stepping up their talks on eliminating 
chemical weapons. Since the Geneva Convention was 
concluded in 1925, chemical weapons have not been 
effectively banned over the past more than 60 years, and 
the root cause was war and unrest. At present, the 
international situation is chaneing from a tense one to a 
relaxed one, and this provides a propitious time for 
eliminating chemical weapons. Al! countries concerned 
should grasp this opportunity and try to conclude an 
international treaty on banning all chemical weapons as 
soon as possible so as to advance the international 
situation in the orientation of peace and development. 


The Paris conference did achieve positive results. How- 
ever, as in other fields of international disarmament, the 
process of eliminating chemical weapons will not be 
smooth. Painstaking efforts will have to be made in 
order to realize the Final Declaration's objective. 











[Text] The emergence ef the phase 
‘voore, Frocay- mar iati 

brought to the fore the familiar idea of maintaining 
strategic equilibrium between the United States and the 
ict Union. The two superpowers seek to justify their 
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in the world,” while George 
Bush, who will ially take up the post of American 
president in January next year, has recently asserted that 
“world peace is a result of bilateral agreements to pre- 
serve equilibrium in every field.” 


Therefore, both sides put forward equilibrium as “the 
key to success,” but what are the limits of equilibrium 


It must be said that the “equilibrium,” whos: preservation 
both sides seek, does not rely only on armament or 
disarmament, because the balance of strength, as both the 
Americans and the Soviets call it, is a fundamental com- 





intensive discussion, their main worry is what future the 


increase of their domination to the level of an inevitable 
norm in world political life. 


ing to persuade peoples and states that nobody can live 
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outside the sphere that includes “the equilibrium of 
Strategic interests” of the Americans and the Soviets. 
The United Statés and the Soviet Union consider the 
solution of the most important issues in modern inter- 
national life to be exclusively within the competeace of 
their interests. It is a superpower attitude that mini- 
mizes, to the point of total disregard, the role of other 
States in solving the most essential problems that preoc- 
cupy the entire international community. 








31 January 1989 

INDIA 
Commentary Views Indien ‘Action Plan’ on 
Nuclear 


cussed at their recent meeting in Dethi, but it figured 


be 
to 
surrender its nuclear weapon option by signing the 
pram hes ogee wee y Rae § vt hd 
seen to be in conflict with this goal. This calls for a subtie 


conceptual balaace, which has in fact been unobtrusively 
incorporated in a series of disarmament formulat:ons. 


event, designed to mark the start of the Nehru centenary 
with the Russians, reaffirmed India’s 


pores Neate yet 
A central document before the conference was an 
“action plan for ushering in a nucicar and 


NEAR EAST & SOUTH ASIA : 4 


in June this year. The plan, though more detailed than 
Mr Gorbachov’s proposal in January 1986 for the com- 
plete elimination of nuclear weapons by the end of this 
century, had not attracted much attention; it may not be 
taken very seriously even now. But it remains important 
from the Indian point of view, for it outlines how total 
Se eas ae te er te ee es 

process ending in the year 2010, must be the 
scien aflls batter olsen samen eater tee 
of countries being urged to keep away from the path to 
nuclear weaponry. A primary requirement would be to 
replace the NPT by a new treaty to eliminate all nuclear 
weapons by 2010. 


As India has been arguing at difierent international fora, 


for nuclear disarmament. India has also explained that it 
is not seeking for non-nuclear weapon states the right to 
acquire such weapons; the treaiy it has in mind would 
not merely oblige nuclear weapon powers to get rid of 
their arsenals but also require non-nuclear we2pon states 
not *o cross the n-arms threshold. These would be 
simultaneous undertakings. But even the Soviet Union 
has not eo a on” ae eee 
with; the Soviet delegate to the New Dethi conference 
described the NPT as “one of the cornerstones of a 
transition to security in the nuclear area and a kind of 
portent for a future non-nuclear world”. Indeed he 
asked: “Isn't it so that non-proliferation of the most 
destructive weapons in the world—nuclear weapons—is 
the first step towards non-violence?” 


That the first, or at least a simultaneous, step should be 
a commitment ‘o eliminate these weapons altogether is, 
apparently, no more convincing to the Russians than it is 
to the USA, though the Soviet Union does support the 
Indian plea for an international convention prohibiting 
the use, or threat of use, of nuclear weapons. Again, 
Soviet support for the idea of nuclear-free zones does not 
reflect full of Indian reservations about 
their “viability” and “credibility” in specific situations. 
At the United Nations Pakistan and its allies have 
repeatedly tried to show the Indian position to be 
inconsistent. A recommendation made at the New Delhi 
conference could be translated into an intelligent diplo- 
matic move by India to put some of its critics on the 
defensive. 


claimed the doctrine of “ne first use” of nuclear weapons 
and since almost all Asian nations have voted in favour 











JPRS-TAC-89-004 
31 January 1989 


of banning the use and threat of these weapons. The 

can be more actively pursued in the context of 
the talks Mr Gandhi and Mr Gor>bachov expect to hold 
with Chinese leaders. 


The conference toox note of the debate on whether the 
ultimate goal should be a totally nuclear weapon-free 
world or a world where security is safeguarded by 
minimal nuclear deterrence. Many in the West regard 
total elimination as an impracticable goal, and argue that 
what is worth considering is a substantially “less 
nuclear” rather than a “nuclear-free” worid. The reduc- 
tions that the Western governments seem prepared to 
examine would do little to free the world from nuclear 
terror, and some in the West have argued that security 
can be ensured by as little as five per cent, or even ‘ess, 
of the existing nuclear arsenals. But India has been 
attacking the very concept of nuclear deterrence, which if 
says provides the rationale of the NPT. Its plea is for the 
formulation and acceptance of totally different security 
doctrines. 


Formally the Soviet Union, too, is committed to total 
abolition of nuclear arms and the establishment of 
international security on an entirely different basis. But 
it is doubtful whether the Russians really regard this as 
an attainable ideal in the foreseeable future. True, Mr 
Gorbachov has warned: “If we start orienting ourselves 
to a ‘minimal’ nuclear deterrence now, I assure you that 
nuclear weapons will start spreading around the world.” 
This supports the Indian argument that deterrence has 
become another excuse for continuing the arms race, but 
clearly what Mr Gorbachov has in mind is the replace- 
ment, in the name of drastic reductions, of existing 
arsenals by fewer but vastly superior weapons. With all 
his ringing rhetoric about a nuclear weapon-free world, 
the Russians devote serious attention only to possibili- 
ties and plans for reduction. 


Kremlin Study 


According to a paper prepared for the New Deihi con- 
ference by an MIT analyst. Soviet defence experts have 
privately circulated in the West a study indicating that 
Moscow would be satisfied with a strategic nuclear 
arsenal of 600 single-warhead land-based missiles if the 
USA agreed to reduce its strategic arsenal to the same 
number—as against a ceiling on each side of 1,600 
delivery vehicles and 6,000 warheads contemplated 
under a strategic arms reduction treaty. This shows that 
the Soviet Union is prepared to go much beyond the 50 
per cent reduction now being negotiated: it is also 
conceivable that it will not insist on keeping a strategic 
arsenal of 600 missiles and warheads for all time to 
come. But the point to note is that they have not really 
dismissed the idea of minimal deterrence as unworthy of 


The InJian approach may seem unrealistic; but it 1s not 
that Dethi has no idea of what is or will be involved. Its 
rejection of even minimal deterrence arises from its 
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concern that the doctrines underlying the present nuclear 
disarmament efforts may give a sanction to the discrim- 
inatory nuclear non-proliferation regime. Soviet and 
Indian interests do converge up to a point, not merely in 
underlining the primary of nuclear disarmament but also 
in pressing for such specific measures as a comprehen- 
sive nuclear test ban treaty and a declaration delegiti- 
mizing the use or threat of nuclear weapons. Sw 4 
nuclear superpower which will remain a superpower and 
a country possessing a near-nuclear capability which it is 
unwilling to renounce cannot but have different percep- 
tions and priorities. Any change in the Soviet view may 
now only be to find a closer understanding with the other 
superpower. 


[1 Dec 88 p 8] 


of article by Amalendu Das Gupta: 
Seas Te NAmeer Ir ad 


[Text] It is not difficult to see, and endorse, the calcula- 
tion behind Delhi's insistence that nothing short of total 
abolition of nuclear weapons is worth striving for. Yet it 
is the high moral premises that invite general attention, 
which explains the unreality of much of the resulting 
discourse. There is arguably a danger of the central issues 
being obscured by tardy efforts to reduce the existing 
arsenals and more energetic action to prevent the emer- 
gence of new ones; but surcly all one can hope for is 
progressive reduction. Even the Indian action pian 
envisages elimination by stages, however sharp the con- 
templated transitions from one stage to another. So what 
is discussed today should have some relation to what the 
next step can be. 


Momentum 


The New Dethi conference, it was stated, would help in 
building an “irreversible momentum” for the nuclear 
disarmament process in the post-INF treaty period, it 
being further assumed that the treaty had opened up the 
possibility of a nuclear weapon. free world. But both the 
significance of the treaty and its impact on further 
disarmament plans have often been greatly exaggerated, 
both by an uncritical public and by official propagandists 
trying to lull the public into complacence and inaction. 
The point was not missed in the New Dethi delibera- 
tions, but it was not allowed to dim the idealistic vision 
of a new world order. 


The INF treaty provided for the elimination of no more 
than three to four per cent of the world nuclear stockpile. 
And elimination, it must be noted, means dismantling 
rather than destruction. The missiles will be destroyed, 
but not the nuclear warheads, which can possibly be 
readjusted for other weapons. Proposals for the modern- 
ization of the NATO nuclear forces have gained greater 
urgency since the signing of the INF treaty. And it is well 
to remember that after the INF missiles are gone, the 
world will still have a total of more than 50,000 nuclear 
weapons (warheads), some 24, S0C of which belong to the 
strategic arsenals of the two superpowers. 
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plans for freeing the world from t..: hor- 
rendous overkill capacity, let alone all nuclear arms, can 


signature at the next (summit) meeting”. But with a few 
months the Americans were insisting that no deadline 
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generally accepted, some of the work under the pro- 
gramme will surely be continued, even expanded, as a 
source of new weapons technologies. 

Robert McNamara and Hans Bethe, the Nobel Prize 
winning who was involved in the development 
of the first atomic bomb, have remarked: “The 25,000 


against nuclear arms can be diluted by too large an 
extension of its scope. A nuclear weapons-free world will 
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each for the USA and the USSR; the reported Soviet 











will be required to forgo any such capability But the others cannot legitimately be asked to renounce their 
world is nowhere near the which can niake option. This is the philosophy behind the Indian action 


will still be left with a total of some 40,000 nuclear more closely related to cxisting realities, even if thc 
weapons. ultimate goal were to remain inviolate. 
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SOVIET UNION 
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zone and thereby, the West German deputy thinks, fulfill 
the functions of the medium- and shorter-range missiles 
liquidated under the INF treaty. 


“Thus in turns out that the NATO summer excercises 
inflict losses also on the Soviet-American agreement and 
on the very regime of trust and stability which has begun 
to take shape in Europe. Haven't there been enough 
victims already?” 

Retired Generals Author Book on Peace, 
Disarmament 


oe report) 52000014 Moscow KRASNAYA 
A in Russian for 26 January 1989 carries on page 


3 a 300-word item by Lieutenant Colonel V. Markushin 


SOVIET UNION 


on the publication of a book entiiied “Thoughts on 
Security in the Nuclear Age” [Razmyshleniya 0 bezo- 
pastnosti v yadernyy vek]. The authors’ collective con- 
sists of retired senior officers, who are members of two 
groups: the West European organization Generals for 
Peace and Disarmament. and the S viet organization 
Soviet Generals and Admirals for Peace and Disarma- 
ment. Among the authors are: Major General V. Maka- 
revskiy, Lieutenant General M. Milshteyn, Major Gen- 
eral R. Simonyan, Lieutenant General A. Shevchenko, 
Major General J. Christie of Norway, Brigadier General 
M. Harbotile of Great Britain, Major General M. Meien- 
feld of the Netherlands, and Vice Admiral A. Sanguinetti 
of France. The book is being brought out by Progress 
Publishers. 





AU0501 195089 Vienna Television Service 
in German 1830 GMT 5 Jan 89 
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whether a local inspection will bring the required clari- 
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calitaainaiaien ka eaasadaee on 
being produced there. 


[Kogler] The factory south of Tripoli will start operation 
during the coming weekend. Will it be possible to find 


out what is being produced, once production has started? 


FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF GERMANY 


DER SPIEGEL Alleges Libyan CW Production 
Plan Known in 1986 


Ost: ‘Information Taken Seriously’ 
oe Hamburg DPA in German 0808 GMT 
14 Jan 


[Excerpt] Hamburg (DPA)—According to a report in the 
news magazine DER SPIEGEL, the Federal Intelligence 


Service (BND) first informed the Federal Government 


that the Federel Goverament had received “information 


Aid to Libyan Air Force 
AU1601185489 Hamburg DER SPIEGEL in German 
16 Jan 89 p 67 


[Unattributed article: “Sheets, Rive‘s, and Nuts”) 
[Excerpt] The production of poison gas at Al-Rabitah 


development of their own chemical weapons production, 
the Libyans are currently rearming their Air Force—with 
the aim of extending the operational radius of their 
bombers to Jerusalem, which is 1,500 km away. Here, 
too, FRG firms grant crucial development aid. 


Lets than 70 km from Al-Rabitah, in a strictly shielded 
air dbase near the capital of Tripoli, German engineers 
have been busy for more than 2 years changing Libyan 
Hercules transport plar.s into flying gasoline stations. 
At the same time, they are equipping French Mirage 
fighter bombers and Soviet MiG interceptor aircraft 
with special devices allowing the Libyans to refuel their 
jets in flight and fly to Israel (passage omitted] 


rr ee eee 


AU 1401204089 Mainz ZDF Television Network 
in German 1800 GMT 14 Jan 89 


[Barbara Friedrichs interview with Government spokes- 
man Friedhelm Ost; date and place not given] 


[Text] [Friedrichs] Mr State Secretary, the news maga- 
zine DER SPIEGEL maintains that the Federal Intelli- 
gence Service informed the Federal Chancelory as early 
as 1986 very specifically about a German involvement in 
a possible production of poison gas in Libya. Is this 
correct? 
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[Ost] No, it is not. The first vague information was 
received in late September and followed by the first 
serious information in mid-October. Some people seem 
to get mixed up with the fact that the FRG Government, 

on the instructions of the coordinator of the 
Intelligence Service, Prof Schreckenberger, has continu- 
ally gathered information about projects for the 
production poison gas in the Middle East since the 

g of the eighties. However, the first serious 
in about the involvement of a German com- 
Saar Guam bs aaidios 


[Friedrichs}] In order to compare FRG findings with 
those of the United States, you dispatched a group of 
experts to Washington which has returned this morning. 
What are the results? 


[Ost] The FRG experts, who had met with specialists in 
Washington, have made a first, provisional analysis, 
and, together with their U.S. colleagues, stud’-/i and 
analyzed material. First, what is important is that there 
are no fundamentally new findings. Second, there is no 
additional material that could be utilized in court. There 
are some interesting details, which do strengthen our 
findings, so to speak—the involvement of a number of 
FRG companies, but also of a number of foreign firms 
from our European neighboring countries. The U.S. 
experts have information that some 3,000 tons of chem- 
icals are stored in this chemical complex in Libya, 
chemicals that can be turned into poison gas. 


henge Is there any evidence that FRG companies 
ve supplied chemicals? 


[Ost] I cannot answer this exactly. As I have said before, 
the material will be thoroughly analyzed so that we can 
find out what it was exactly that FRG companies have 
supplied—materials, chemicals, equipment, machines, 
or similar things. All this will have to be investigated 
again on the basis of the material which has been 
analyzed ia the United States. 


Ost ’ Review on U.S. 
yh hme on 


LD1401 142889 Hamburg DPA in German 
1311 GMT 14 Jan 89 


[Text] Bonn (DPA) The German commission of experts 
which traveled to Washington for information on possi- 
ble German assistance in the alleged Libyan production 
of poison gas has returned to Bonn “without material 
which could be used as evidence in court”. Government 
spokesman Friedhelm Ost announced on Saturday that a 
first examination has revealed that the documents sub- 
mitted by the Americans do not go any further than what 
is already know. According to Ost, it emerges from the 
U.S. information that, as well as a number of German 
firms, numerous companies from other countries are 
aiso involved in providing supplies to the chemical 


WEST EUROPE 


factory in Libya. According to the U.S. information, the 
supplies also include chemicals which are intended for 
the production of chemical warfare agents. 


According to Ost, the Federal Government has immedi- 
ately introduced measures to tighten up laws on trade 
with foreign countries in the military-strategic sphere. 
Federal Chancellor Helmut Kohl expects that these steps 
will be adopted by the Bundestag early in 1989. In 
addition, the Federal Government backs improvements 
in the way investigating authorities are used in this 
regard. 


With regard to the criticism over the delays in releasing 
information on the supplies to the Libyan firm, Ost said 
that the Federal Government did not go immediately to 
the public with the information from the intelligence 
service in order not to endanger the investigations which 
were then under way. This was so that companies and 
persons who might have been involved were not given 
advanced warning through the media. 


After the Federal Chancellor and Foreign Minister Has- 
Dietrich Genscher were approached by U.S. Secretary of 
State George Shultz in Washington on 15 Novembe-, 
about the Libyan chemical factory, the Chancellor 
immediately demanded an exchange of information by 
the relevant German and U.S. experts. A U.S. Delega- 
tion went to Bonn for talks on 22 December but was 
unable to submit any material that would stand up in 
court. 


Ost said that the Federal) Government had regular brief- 
ings on projects for poison gas production in the Near 
and Middle East from the intelligence service since the 
early 1980's. The parliamentary control commission was 
also been informed about it. From the outset the govern- 
ment took very seriously all indications about the possi- 
ble involvement of german firms in the chemical factory 
in Libya. 


ee ee 
in 1988 


AU 1401201089 Hamburg DIE WELT in German 
14 Jan 89 pl 


[“ms.” report: “First Information About Libya in Sep- 
tember. Have BND Warnings Been Ignored?”’] 


[Text] Bonn—Hans-Georg Wieck, president of the Fed- 
eral Intelligence Service (BND), informed the FRG 
Chancellory as far back as 30 September 1988 about the 
construction of a chemical factory in Libya and about 
the suspected involvement of German businessmen. 
According to information received by DIE WELT, the 
BND provided further reports with new findings and 
assessments to the FRG Government in October 1988. 
These included the information that the Libyan factory 
might produce poison gas. Yesterday [13 January], the 
FRG Government said that Chancellor Helmut Kohli 
was briefed on this information. 








chief Webster on 13 


information in DIE WELT, the BND 
usen for the first time in a 


ical factory. 
includes the notice that the Zollkriminalinsti‘ut "aD 
[Tariff Criminal Investigation Institute] in Cologne has 
been informed and is conducting investigations. 


After that, the BND has continually supplied Bonn with 
information, however classified it as “not usable in 
court” until 4 January. It was only on 5 January 1989 


but has been a fugitive since late summer 1988. His firm 
in Frarkfurt will be liquidated. The BND had hinted 
about inese files and examined part of them before. 


In a letter to the Chance’lory from 12 January 1989, 
Wieck speaks of the planning and construction of the 
“Pharma 150” project, however makes no mention of 


person. However, one can regard business negotiations 
of the Imhausen company with Libya as certain, the ZKI 
noted. The special state prosecutor's offices for eco- 
nomic crimes in Mannheim and Frankfurt have up to 
now declined *> initiate preliminary investigations on 
the basis of the material that has been available so far. 


However, the state prosecutor in Otfenburg has in the 
meantime initiated such proceedings against Imhausen. 
As was confirmed in Bonn, the company received 
research subsidies for technologies in the field of lique- 
fying coal in the late seventies and early eighties. How 
much money the company received is not clear yet. 


The Parliamentary Control Commission for the Secret 
Services will deal with the events surrounding the chem- 
ical factory in Libya on Tuesday [17 January]. It has 
become public that a staternent by Foreign Minister 
Genscher in which he maintains that there has been no 
information on the part of German authorities, has 
caused surprise in the END. According to the Foreign 
Ministry, this is the reason why President Wieck is said 
to have called Genscher and pointed to the early and 
intensive reports of the BND. 
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Group Accused 
AU1601 150189 C. Deutschlandfunk Network 
in German 1200 GMT 16 Jan 89 


[Text] According to a report by the Hamburg magazine 
STERN, the state-owned Salzgitter Group is also 
involved in the affair concerning the participation of 
FRG firms in constructing a chemical plant in Libya. In 
its next edition, STERN reports that the Al-Rabitah 
plant was constructed according to plans from the draw- 
ing boards of the subsidiary Salzgitter Industriebau 
GmbH. This possibly explains the slow progress of the 
investigations of the German authorities, the report 
stresses. According to STERN, one of the company’s 
directors has identified a purt of a plan submitted to him 
as having been produced by his enterprise. However, the 
director has denied that Saizgiiter Industriebau GmbH 
sold plans fr a chemical plant to Libya. On the contrary, 
they worked for a German firm that planned to imple- 
ment a project named “Pharma 1 50” in Hong Kong. The 
director has not disclosed the name of this firm. 


According to STERN investigations, Imhausen Chemie 
Company in Lahr in the Black Forest, which has been 
primarily incriminated by the Americans, is presently 
constructing a chemical plant in Hong Kong, allegedly 
with the project name of “Pharma 150.” 


Further on Allegetions 
LD1601163389 Hamburg DPA in German 
1421 GMT 16 Jan 89 


[Excerpts] Hamburg, (DPA)—The plans by which the 
alleged chemical weapons factory in Libya was built 
originate, according to information from STERN maga- 
zine, from the subsidiary of the Federai-owned concern 
Salzgitter AG, “Salzgitter Industriebau gmbh” (SIG). On 
behalf of Imhausen-Chemie, which is accused by the 
Americans of being involved with the project in Libya, 
SIG says itself that it prepared draft plans for a chemical 
factory in Hong Kong for Dm7 million. 


There have not been the least indications pointing 
towar? Libya in this connection, a spokesman for SIG 
told DPA. The design work involved piping and elec- 
tronics for a plant to manufacture pharmaceutical prod- 
ucts. 


According to the STERN report, the Far East enterprise 
is only a “cover”. The plant bears the project name 
‘Pharma 150°, which is also used for the plant at al- 
Rabitah, Libya. As the magazine says in its latest issue, 
this factory is a third as large as the Libyar plant. The 
U.S. secret service, CIA, has reported that supplies for 
the plant in the desert have been declared as destined for 
Hong Kong, but turned up in Libya. [passage omitted] 
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Federal Finance Minister Gerhard Stoltenberg told the 
press in Bonn that after the initial agency reports of the 
alleged involvement of Salzgitter in the construction of a 
chemical weapons factory, “this morning action was 
taken to have information gathered.” The minister con- 
firmed that the company management had given infor- 
mation about how SIG had received only the order for 
plans for a pharmaceutical factory in Hong Kong from 
Imhausen-Chemie. This information had to be taken 
seriously. 


Nevertheless, extreme restraint is required in evaluating 
the information. What is known so far by no means leads 
to the conclusion that German firms were involved in 
punishable activities. The Salzgitter indications seemed 
conclusive to him, Stoletenburg said. The Federal 
Republic, as owner, will now embark on serious discus- 
sions with Salzgitter AG. 


The minister also rejected accusations of delays by the 
responsible authorities in dealing with the chemical 
weapons factory in Libya. However, he divulged that the 
criminal customs institute has been informed of “pos- 
sible involvement by German firms in the construction 
of a warfare agents plant in Libya” since the start of 
August last year. The indications, however have been “so 
vague” that they did not justify the institution of exec- 
utive measures on the grounds of maintaining law and 
order.“ [passage omitted] 


a ee oe ome 


LD160123!289 Hamburg DPA in German 
2231 GMT 16 Jan 89 


[Text] Hamburg (DPA)}—The Merck chemical firm in 

is also among the companies from the Fed- 
eral Republic which participated in supplying the Libyan 
technology center in al-Rabatah. 


Merck spokesman Hans-Joachim Schmitt confirmed on 
ZDF television's “Heute-Journal” this evening a large- 
scale delivery of 19 tonnes of the “Universal chemical” 
dichloroethane to the Libyans last April. 


A chemical factory is being built up in the area of the 
technology complex in which weapons can be produced 
according to Bonn’s latest information. 


However, the Merck spokesman said dichloroethane has 
over a hundrvd possible uses, for example for extracting 
oils and resins or as a solvent in medicine. 


The Frankfurt firm Alfred Tewes Gmbh, mainly known 
for its car brakes, was named as a another firm in the 
Federal Republic which supplied the “Pharma 150” 
project. The management confirmed during the ZDF 
program that it delivered ventilation and air extraction 
equipment worth over DM 5 million in 1986. 


WEST EUROPE 


The delivery took place “from the factory gate in Frank- 
furt” from where it was “to be forwarded” to its desti- 
nation in Hong Kong. At the , ~* the firm thought the 
delivery had gone to China. 


Governmest Repeats: ‘No Conclusive Proof’ of 
Libyan CW Factory 

LD1701165289 Hamburg DPA in German 

1541 GMT 17 Jan 89 


[Excerpt] Bonn (DPA)—As before the Federal Govern- 
ment has no conclusive proof about the setting up of a 
chemical-weayons factory in Libya. At the Federal news 
conference today Federal spokesman Friedhelm Ost did 
not wish to confirm yesterday’s remarks by Gerhard 
Stoltenberg, Federal minister of finance, to the effect 
that it is now to be assumed “that the factory is now an 
installation in which poison gas can be produced”. 


Asked whether this is now the official government posi- 
tion Ost merely referred to tomorrow's Bundestag 
debate, when the connections and the background will be 
described by Wolfgang Schaeuble (CDU), head of the 
chancellery. [passage omitted] 


Press Critical of Government Stance on Libyan 
CW Issue 


Press Review for 17 January 
AU1701120189 Cologne Deutschlandfunk Network 
in German 0605 17 Jan 89 


[Text] Concerning the possible production of chemical 
weapons in Libya, SUEDDEUTSCHE ZEITUNG in 
Munich asks ihe following question: How long may 
politics paralyze criminal law, as has been the case in the 
FRG Government up to now? True, office-holders, who 
have knowledge of a crime, are not obliged to report it to 
the police—this holds true for FRG ministers and the 
FRG chancellor However, there is also the political 
culture of a constitutional state, which can certainly not 
accept the the state power that is responsible for the 
prosecution of crimes can initiate investigations only on 
the basis of media reports, because the other state power, 
the executive, does not disclose what it knows and 
pretends that nothing has happened. What is equally 
scandalous is that the judicial authority has to complete 
its files with newspaper clippings, because the govern- 
ment reserves itscif the right to determine what can be 
used as evidence in court and what cannot, the commen- 
tator in SUEDDEUTSCHE ZEITUNG concludes. 


AUGSBURGER ALLGEMEINE notes: The damage has 
become even more severe after Finance Minister Stol- 
tenberg admitted yesterday [16 January] that Bonn had 
been informed of the suspicion by the Federal Intelli- 
gence Service as far back as early August 1988, a suspi- 
cion, which was reiterated by President Reagan in a talk 
with Chancellor Kohl in November. How naive is the 
Economic Ministry to include Hungary, but not Libya, 
in the list of those states that must by no means be 
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granted support by military experts? It is indeed nothing 
very new—except to the Economic Ministry, of course— 
that Al-Qadhdhafi is one of the wirepullers in interna- 
tional terrorism. Party friends of Foreign Minister Gen- 
scher, who support a strict ban on chemical weapons in 
Paris, have headed the Economic Ministry for years, but, 
after all, business is business, AUGSBURGER ALLGE- 
MEINE comments. 


FRANKFURTER ALLGEMEINE writes: The fact that 
within a few days a new administration will be estab- 
lished in Washington offers a chance for the FRG 
Government to make efforts for a new start in FRG-U.S. 
relations. The controversy over German involvement in 
the construction of a chemical weapons factory in Libya 
has shown that this is what we badly need. Bonn had 
ignored U.S. informati~n about suspected involvement 
over many months, or even one and ‘2 years, according 
to other sources. It was Secretary of State George Shultz 
himself, who finally passed the information on to Chan- 
cellor Kohl. This can only mean that normal contacts to 
Bonn do not work properly. That there was a controversy 
over presenting evidence is proof of lack of confidence. 
This is of course officially denied, FRANKFURTER 
ALLGEMEINE concludes. 


Press Review for 19 January 
AU1901155589 Cologne Network 
in German 0605 GMT 19 Jan 89 


[From the press review] 


[Text] SUEDDEUTSCHE ZEITUNG has the following 
comment on the parliamentary debat:: on the involve- 
ment of FRG companies in the construction of a chem- 
ical complex in Al-Rabitah: The Libyan affair, which has 
now been thoroughly discussed by the FRG Government 
as a result of public pressure, makes clear that too little 
was done too late in order to stop the participation of 
FRG exporters in poison gas projects abroad. Apart frora 
the question of legality, the reproach that it was, above 
all, the lack of political control, gets to the bottom of the 
matter. If one takes the regulations of the Foreign Trade 
Law as a yardstick, one can with some effort resign 
themselves to the viewpoint that everything that was 
required by law had been done at any given time. The 
real scandal of this affair from the German point of view 
has largely to do with something else: With the way in 
which this case and other previous cases were dealt with 
politically, SUEDDEUTSCHE ZEITUNG writes. 


FRANKFURTER ALLGEMEINE notes: Minister in 
the Chancellory Schaeubie took the bull by the horns in 
the Bundestag on Wednesday [18 January}—yet this will 
not spare him from further attacks. Even if the Federal 
Intelligence Service did inform the chancellor as early as 
August 1987 that a complex was being built in Libya that 
might serve for the production of chemical weapons, it 
nothing to the FRG Government at the 
the Federal Intelligence Service expressly 
added that there were no signs of an involvement by 
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FRG firms. Whether there was such—prohibited— 
involvement can hardly be ascertained. For everything 
that is required to produce chemical weapons can also be 
used for peaceful purposes. Yet, even the government of 
a state which imposes very litle control on its economy 
has a certain responsibility, to which it can hardly come 
up to. as one has to admit. Besides, the FRG is an 
expor'ing country; countries, which according to their 
interior order to not quite comply with European *<an- 
dards, should not be excluded from exports on the basis 
of a friendly attitude toward developing countries, 
FRANKFURTER ALLGEMEINE stresses. 


NEUE OSNABRUECKE ZEITUNG states: The speech 
delivered by Wolfgang Schaeuble in the Bundestag 
should be regarded as an opportunity for domestic policy 
to deal with the Libyan affair in a more business-like 
way. The minister in the Chancellery put an end to the 
confusion created by the government declarations to 
date, and finally gave a detailed account of when certain 
FRG authorities and officials received information 
about what has been going on in Al-Qadhdhafi's witch's 
kitchen. There is no evidence of mistakes, attempts to 
delay or even cover up certain actions on the side of the 
state authorities. Therefore, no one should be doubtful 
«bout the FRG Government's determination to prevent 
FRG companies from helping construct a chemical plant 
in Libya. However, current laws have left little leeway for 
the government up to now. The reforms that have been 
announced will not yet have any effect as far as Libya is 
concerned, but at least they prove that the government 
wants to proceed more efficiently in the future, NEUE 
OSNABRUECKER ZEITUNG comments. 


MANNHEIMER MORGEN holds the following view: It 
becomes increasingly evident that the FRG Government 
with its policy of withholding information has lost its 
credibility and reputation in the question of the Libyan 
chemical weapons plant. However, it is not merely the 
government's reputation but that of the entire FRG. 
How could the chancellor and his advisers have believed 
that they would get away with their covert action, with 
playing for time, and with its hypocritical pose of inno- 
cence—an attitude, which made even our friendly neigh- 
bors suspect that it was an unfortunate attempt of 
hushing up. Nobody can claim now that Bonn has done 
nothing to study the information, however, whether it 
has acted in good time and vigorously enough, consider- 
ing the political dimension of the affair, seems to be 
more than questionable, MANNHEIMER MORGEN 
notes. 


Bundestag Debate on Chemical Plant in Libya 
LD1801143088 Hamburg DPA in German 
1230 GMT 18 Jan 89 


[Excerpts] Bonn (DPA)}—In August 1987 the Federal 
Intelligence Service received information that a new 
industrial plant, which with great probability contained 
a chemical weapon plant, was being constructed near 
Al-Rabtah in Libya. This was announced by Feder: 
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Chancellery Chief Wolfgang Schacuble (CDU) today in 
the Bundestag in the debate on the possibie participation 
of German firms in the construction of this industrial 
complex in Libya. 

At the request of the opposition Schaeuble gave an exact 
account of events as learned from German sources and 
of the of the controversial Libyan plant. In 
May 1988 the Foreign Ministry received from the U.S. 


we, and the Federal Office of Economics were informed 


being investigated, he said, referring to an interim report 
presented by the Federal Government recently under 


pressure from parliament. 
on Germ Warfae Research in Iraq, 


LD1901210889 Hamburg DPA in German 
1819 GMT 19 Jan 89 


{Excerpt} Bonn/Washington (DPA)—According to Gov- 
ernment spokesman Friedhelm Ost, the FRG Govern- 
ment has information that research activities are being 
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carried out in Iraq in the sphere of bacteriological 
tion may have started, Ost announced in Bonn this 
evening. However, a final judgment is not possible at 
present; there is, however, no evidence to suggest that 
FRG scientists or technicians are involved. He reported 
this to the private television station RTL-Plus when 
talking about the secret services. 


intends to conduct bacteriological weapons 

planned institute for microbiology. This carnot be con- 
firmed either, and nothing was known about FRG par- 
ticipation. Ost referred to the sentencing in hiunich in 
Aprii 1988 of a German who delivered small quantity of 
mycotoxins to Iraq. 


RTL-Plus reported on Wednesday [18 January] evening 
that scientists and technicians from the FRG are said to 
have helped build a bacteriological weapons factory 
south of the Iraqi capital, On Thursday, the 
station reported that a total of 24 FRG firms are sus- 
pected, according to information from the CIA, of hav- 
ing been involved in the building of production sites for 

and chemical weapons. The secret CIA list 
also named | 2 firms from other countries. 


Quoting Wednesday's RTL-Plus report the SPD Bun- 
destag Deputy Wilfried Penner on Thursday called for 
another meeting of the parliarnentary control commis- 
sion for the secret services, of which he is a member. 


According to RTL-Pius on Thursday, the U.S. Defense 
Department assumes that |0 states around the world are 


now either developing or producing biological weapons, 
including Syria, DPRK, Iran and iraq. [passage omitted] 


FRG Firms Said Involved in Iraqi Bacteriological 
Weapons 

LD2501 145589 Hamburg DPA in German 

1407 GMT 25 Jan 89 


[Excerpts] Bonn (DPA)—The Federal Government has 
no real proof usable in court, of involvement by German 
firms and senior employees in the development of bac- 
teriological weapons in Iraq. It was said that information 
from the government side during a session of the Parlia- 
mentary Control Commission for the Secret Services 
(PKK), today, proposed by the SPD was appropriately 
discreet and guarded. 


Willfried Penner, deputy chairman of the SPD parlia- 
mentary group, cited information according to which 
there have already been reports on German participa- 
tion. [passage omitted] 


Last week the private television channel RTL-Plus 
reported that scientists and technicians from the Federal 
Republic had helped in the construction of a biological 


weapons factory south of the Iraqi capital, Baghdad. 
According to the U.S. intelligence service, the CIA, a 
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total of 24 Feieral German firms 7 re suspected of having 


spokesman Freidheim Ost stated with regard to this that 
the Federal Government has information that there is 
biological weapons research activity in Irag. But no 
findings have been disclosed on the involvement of 
German workers. 


of W T 
Export eapons, Military-Related Technology 


4U2401211289 Hamburg DER SPIEGEL in German 
23 Jan 89 pp 16-27 


sninites and subsnarioea, litany exuble aucloar tech 


Among the sellers of the murderous hardware, the Fed- 
eral Republic holds a remarkable fifth place. Of course, 
the superpowers take the lead, and of course, war-tested 
people are killed. The quantity of weapons exported is 
astounding for a country whose fathers of the Constitu- 
tion did not want arms to be produced in Germany 
again. 


According to statistics of the Swedish peace research 
institute SIPRI, German military hardware worth $1.4 
billion was exported in 1987. However, this sum only 
covers a minor part of the war materiel that was really 
exported. 


The Federal Economics Office granted export permits 
worth more than DM28.4 billion in the same year. 
According to these permits, German firms were permit- 
ted to sell military goods in a broader sense (arms, 
ammunition, trucks) worth DM6.3 billion abroad, and 
“other ; ** (computers, machine-tools) 


strategic 
worth DM19.4 billion, as well as goods of the nuclear 
energy industry worth DM2.7 billion. Thus the export of 
military gear to 157 countries in the world accounts for 
5.4 percent of German total exports. 


gasoline stations. They also reconstruct Libyan 
“Mirages™ and MiG 23's for the same purpose; the 
fighter aircraft will then be able to fly to Israel and back. 


The engineers have come via the Intec firm with its place 
of busin css in Grasbrunn, near Munich, which has a 
technical office in Vaterstetten. Intec chief Eberhard 
Mocehring personally hired the specialists and arranged 
for them to go to Libya. Intec reconst-ucted the jets, 
procured aircraft parts and equipment, and placed 


In contrast, Ingo Moehring, the son of owner Eberhard, 
claims that the company has “nothing to do” with the 
construction of aircraft in Libya. He says that Intec is 
doing business “with screws.” 


That is a slight understatement. On 12 February last 
year, not only the name of Intec Technical Trade and 
Logistics GmbH was changed into Intec-CTTL [Consult- 
ing Technical Trade and Logistics GmbH]. The purpose 
of business was also reformulated: Since then, it has 
included “the development of aircraft systems, aircraft 
components, as well as maintenance, repair, and modi- 
fication of aircraft.” 


Staff for Libya was hired by an Intec company in 
Liechtenstein. As they were told in writing, they flew via 
Zurich where they had an opportunity “to open a giro 
account with Schweizerische Kreditanstalt.” For con- 
tinuing their flight to Islamic Libya, “taking alcohol was 
strictly prohibited.” The company chief is not the only 
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The Eschborn peopte can hardly prevent exports of re ee ee 
[interview with Chvncelior Helmut Kohl by Henning 


so-called dual-use goods, meaning goods that can be used 406. Stance, Libyan CW 
for military as well as civilian purposes. Formerty, it was 
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FRANKFURTER ALLGEMEINE comments: In 


Concerning USSR Foreign Minister Shevard- 
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but also reduce the number of nuclear intermedi- 

ate-range weapons, and dismantle nuclear artillery posi- 
ie with the objective to withdraw the total 


[From the press review] 
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foreign military presence from the territories of other 
countries, it becomes obvious at what this announce- 
ment is directed: Namely, driving the United States out 
of Western Europe and taking a step toward the denu- 
clearization of Europe. The West has to reject this as 
long as the USSR does not change its conventional arms 
plan in the sense of a non-attack capability. This is to be 
discussed at a meeting in Vienna that will begin in 
March. The quick way in which Moscow is already now 
seeking to relate this to nuclear arms does not serve these 
talks. It is essentially directed at the public in the West, 
particularly in Germany, FRANKFURTER ALLGE- 
MEINE notes. 


SUEDDEUTSCHE ZEITUNG from Munich writes: 
The opinion that wiii) his unilateral troop reduction, 
Gorbachev only wanted 10 thwart the projected modern- 
ization of the West's short-range arsenals, an opinion 
that has been widely held in military-minded circles in 
the West, has never been a particularly sound argument 
and it is even less so at a moment in which the USSR is 
about to reduce—of its own accord—a potential, for 
which the West would have to compensate. What 
becomes discernible is not so much the tactics of 
obstructing a process. Rather one can discern the 
USSR’s , Blk desire to extend the talks on conven- 
tional arms control in Europe, which were recently 
concluded by the 35 CSCE states in Vienna, as soon as 
possible to the area of nuclear weapons, SUEDDEUTS- 
CHE ZEITUNG notes. 


BERLINER MORGENPOST writes: It sounds nice that 
Shevardnadze believes that the Vienna CSCE follow-up 
meeting has shattered the Iron Curtain and weakened its 
rusty bars. However, who set that curtain up, after all? It 
is nice to hear Gorbachev making announcements that 
troops and weapons will be reduced, however, until now 
they are nothing else than mere declarations of intent. 
The military superiority of the East bloc continues. What 
is the West to make of the reduction of Soviet arms 
production, if it has been denied any access to statistics 
so far. All cuts the Soviets make need to be verified. Yet, 
where are the instruments for such control? BERLINER 
MORGENPOST asks. 


FRANKFURTER RUNDSCHAU notes: The 
announcement of yet another Soviet advance concession 
in the field of disarmament—though it cannot be veri- 
fied—is aimed at the very core of NATO's debate on 
modernization. Those forces, who with an advanced 
model of the Lance missile and other replacements 
wanted to fill an alleged gap, will find it even more 
difficult now to win public opinion fur their plans. What 
will become of the modernization of the missiles in the 
future depends on the Western partners, Shevardnadze 
declared. This is a clear warning, FRANKFURTER 
RUNDSCHAU stressed. 


NEVE OSNABRUECKER ZEITUNG holds the follow- 
ing view: Moscow’s recent coup has been particularly 
successful. It hits NATO in its most sensible part: the 
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lack of decision in the question of modernizing short- 
range weapons. The FRG Government will again be in a 
dilemma. The hefty public reaction to Defense Minister 
Scholz’s determined plea for this measure and Chancel- 
lor Kohl’s indirect reluctance showed again last week 
how delicate this matter is for Bonn. However, at the 
same time it also shows that the chancellor was vwell- 
advised not to rush a decision. Thus, he has maintained 
his ability to act, NEUE OSNABRUECKER ZEITUNG 
stresses. 


Now the comment in RHEINISCHE POST, which is 
published in Duesseldorf: Initially, some observers of the 
Soviet Union were inclined to regard Mikhail Gorba- 
chev as nothing but a cunning propagandist—which he 
continues to be. However, he is showing his ever increas- 
ing efforts to jettison historical, political, and, above all, 
military superfluous ballast. He does it mainly from a 
utilitarian point of view. The USSR’s super arms are 
widely responsible for the red superpower’s economic 
grievance. It is full shelves and no longer missiles, by 
which the USSR citizens will judge success or failure of 
ae course. This was a quote from RHEINISCHE 


WESTDEUTSCHE ALLGEMEINE ZEITUNG from 
Essen concludes: In a phase in which a new U.S. presi- 
dent is only beginning to tamiliarize himself with his new 
office, a signal from Moscow that confirms the current 
course of mutual understanding is highly welcome. How- 
ever, the Soviet leader has by no means presented the 
West with an unselfish gift, but with a rather difficult 
one. Any promise of unilateral disarmament on the part 
of the USSR questions above all the attitude of the U.S. 
administration, which is able to envisage disarmament 
only from a position of strength. Once more, the West 
seems to leave the field of positive feeling to the Soviet 
leader without a fight. This was the comment ir WEST- 
DEUTSCHE ALLGEMEINE ZEITUNG. 


Official Reaction to GDR Troop Reduction 
Announcement 


Genscher: Proposal ‘Important’ 
LD2401 184289 Hamburg DPA in German 
1817 GMT 24 Jan 89 


[Text] Bonn (DPA)—Federal Foreign Minister Hans- 
Dietrich Genscher has described the GDR’s disarma- 
ment proposal as “an important step in the right direc- 
tion, i.e. toward reducing superiorities.” In an interview 
for RIAS TV [Radio in the American Sector] Genscher 
said today that this political signal confirms his own 
view “that the Warsaw Pact states are, like us, interested 
in achieving conventional stability at a lower level too.” 
It is also a signal that the NATO concept (removing the 
capability for a suprise attack and a territory grabbing 
offensive on both sides) is being accepted in principle by 
the Warsaw Pact as well. 
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Ost: Statement ‘Constructive’ 
LD2401145289 Hamburg DPA in German 
1437 GMT 24 Jan 89 


[Text] Hamburg (DPA)}—The announcement by GDR 
head of state and party leader Erich Honecker to reduce 
troops, tanks, and fighter aircraft, was welcomed on 
Tuesday by the federal government, NATO in Brussels 
and all Bonn parties as a step in the right direction. 


The Federal Government considered Honecker’s state- 
ment as an “important and constructive signal”, govern- 
ment Friedhelm Ost said in Bonn. Just like a 
NATO spokesman, he referred to the great conventional 
superiority of the Warsaw Pact. In the GDR alone more 
Soviet soldiers were stationed than the United States 
maintained in the whole of Western Europe. The GDR 
leadership should examine whether it was prepared to 
have i execution of its unilateral disarmament step 


GREECE 


Efforts To Solve Dispute on Excluding Areas from 
CSCE Control Underway 

NC1101201289 Athens Domestic Service 

in Greek 1900 GMT 11 Jan 89 


[Text] Coordinated efforts are being exerted to avoid 
failure of the very important conference on the control 
and restriction of conventional forces within the frame- 
work of the CSCE. This statement by government 
spokesman Sotirios Kostopoulos came in response to a 
journalist's question on the government's position 
toward the Turkish Ministry of Foreign Affairs state- 
ment that it would not make any concessions to Greece 
on the question of extending Turkish areas which are to 
be excluded froin the measures of [words indistinct]. 


At the same time, the government spokesman categori- 
cally denied reports in today’s press that NATO decided 
last August that the Mersin area would be excluded from 
such control. Kostopoulos stressed that there has never 
been such a decision. 


NETHERLANDS 


to SNF Modernization Forming 
52002405 Amsterdam DE VOLKSKRANT in Dutch 
3 Dec 88 p 19 


[Article by Jan Joost Lindner: “There Are Reasons for 
the Silence Concerning New Nuclear Tasks”} 


[Text] The Hague—Last month, which was at one time 
designated for the deployment of 48 cruise missiles in 
Woensdrecht, the Interchurch Peace Council [IK V] once 
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again sounded the alarm. It hoped to arouse and moti- 
vate “a sleeping majority” and the political sphere to 
take action against a new nuclear escalation: NATO 
plans for short-range nuclear weapons. The IKV rang, 
but no one answered. 


Mient-Jan Faber was once again sounding off on televi- 
sion after the meeting of NATO ministers in Scheve- 

ningen. Newspapers were swamped with letters from 
IKV workers and kindred spirits. But it was all to little 
avail. After the elimination of intermediate-range mis- 
siles in Europe (the INF accord), everyone apparently 
wants to enjoy some of the Gorbachev calm in East-West 
relations (aside from the indefatigable NATO arms 
buildup proponents). 


Still, the issue is serious and important enough. The new 
nuclear round has the same agenda as the cruise missiles. 
However, the cruise missile was (just like the neutron 
bom) a nice, unambiguous symbol of evil. At stake now 
are divergent systems to which, moreover, the mislead- 
ing label “replacement” has been affixed. 


The “Lance” is being replaced by an improved rocket 
launcher that can fire precision weapons with a much 
greater range. The F-16 airplanes are equipped with 
nuclear homing missiles instead of with bombs to be 
dropped on the battlefield; this too means a much greater 
range (as far as the limits of the scrapped intermediate- 
range missiles, and thus a nibble at the fringes of the INF 
accord), plus much greater precision. Unmistakably, 
these two “modernizations” constitute a very major 
expansion of nuclear arms. 


Add to this new nuclear artillery. It is less far-reaching 
(short-range), but nonetheless objectionable, since fitting 
guns for nuclear as well as conventional tasks makes 
verification after a disarmament agreement considerably 
more difficult. 


CDA defense specialist Frinking—never too nasty to 
embrace the olive branch—even favors having NATO 
unilaterally give up nuclear artillery (in the hope that che 
Warsaw Pact will follow.) The nuclear guns lower the 
“nuclear threshold,” because lower commanders request 
their use earlier on, for example. In part because of this 
reasoning, Frinking appears to be strangely enchanted 
with the extension of the range of the F-16 and of the 
successor to the Lance. He calls this (with his feeling for 
euphemism) “maintaining the existing effort.” He added 
in the Chamber: “It cannot be an expansion.” 


Supporters 


Curious babbling, and it is not automatically accepted 
throughout CDA [Christian Democratic Appeal] circles. 
Lubbers and others appear to be somewhat hesitant to 
adopt a position quickly, perhaps because of the danger 
of domestic polarization, but also in order to see which 
way the cards fall internationally. However, it is highly 
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unlikely that the CDA will arrive at a firm “no” to 
modernization. Van de:) Broek and the new minister of 
Defense, Bolkestein, have privately expressed their sup- 
port for modernization. 


Thus, the facts of the matter, combined with domestic 
policy considerations, mean that the IKV has every 
reason to sound the alarm. For Europe and the Nether- 
lands, this is in fact another round similar to that with 
the cruise missiles. But this time, NATO is approaching 
the matter somewhat more cautiously. The decisionmak- 
ing process is moving at a stealthy pace. There is talk in 
IKV circles of “an underground political march.” 


Participating countries make progressively greater com- 
mitments every time. A “principle decision” must be 
made this spring, after which the Americans will be able 
to start production. The actual replacement in Europe 
will then take place “when necessary,” which is a little 
worse than “if necessary.” The vague term was used in 
part in order to temporarily pacify the Belgian social 
democrats, who have been in the government coalition 
for a while now. 


NATO planners have learned from the dispute surround- 
ing the cruise missiles that they must act with a little 
more subtlety. As long as there is no hard decision, there 
is less unrest. But the resolve felt is no less. This is 
intended to keep the United States solidly enough 
involved in European security while at the same time 
keeping strong pressure on the East Bloc in terms of 
conventional reductions. 


Arms Industry 


Whoever has more arms has more to reduce: the age-old 
mechanism that simply led to more arms in the world 
prior to Gorbachev's breakthrough in 1986. American 
pressure on Europe to buy more weapons and pay more 
for its own security is no less great in this period of 
East-West detente. “Burden-sharing” is advocated more 
and more intensely as a means of taking care of the U.S. 
budget deficit without hurting the bread and butter of 
the arms industry, with its lobbyists. The implicit threat 
being the possibility of withdrawing U.S. troops from 
Europe. 


In the recent “NATO test” (security policy is often a 
classroom), the Netherlands was mildly reprimanded 
because the three percent increase in defense spending 
did not go through. It was 0.6 percent for 1989 and 1990, 
which incidentally still means that the armed forces are 
a top priority in national politics. It is even doubtful 
whether the PVDA [Labor Party] will dare to proposc 
“leftist cutbacks” in this area during the next cabinet 
term. 
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In the Ministry of Defense’s new 10-year plan (Van 
Eekelen’s last political breath in September), a more 
cheerful increase of two percent is assumed for after 
1990, so that truly painful choices need not be made yet. 
This will be a tough job for the next formation, as will 
nuclear renovation. 


The American arms industry still has no need whatso- 
ever to slim down, despite the U.S. budget deficit and 
despite Gorbachev's willingness during negotiations to 
part with more conventiona! troops than the West. In 
NATO circles, a Western conventional reduction of no 
more than five percent is expected as the end result. 
Otherwise, the ring of defense would become too thin. A 
lavish overestimation of East European conventional 
superiority that scarcely takes qualitative considerations 
into account. 


The NATO arms mechanism knows how to use its ways 
to survive the (in propagandistic terms detrimental) 
concessions offered by Gorbachev. Almost everything is 
proceeding along, only with a little more subtlety. The 
factory has to keep busy; there must be enough toys. 
There is little pressure (so far) in NATO to optimally 
profit from the current detente and period of good will 
by creating disarmament structures that could even 
survive a possible change of course in the USSR. 


For instance, through simultaneous negotiations on con- 
ventional troops and short-range nuclear weapons, in 
conjunction with suspension of the NATO moderniza- 
tion. The argument that in this way NATO's defenses 
would become antiquated and weak is a fantasy of fear. 


Chances of Coming to Power 


However, a strong movement for optimal disarmament 
is lacking. Social democrats in various countries, includ- 
ing the Netherlands, do not want to jeopardize their 
chances cf coming to power through a new, fierce strug- 
gle on nuclear escalation. It is hoped that the FRG will 
take the lead, where the Christian Democrats —who are 
scarcely pacifists—seem to be more hesiiant than their 
Dutch counterparts. 


Naturally, German resistance within NATO is more 
effective than Dutch and Belgian. If the Germans hold 
up the process until after their elections (end of 1990), 
then the Belgian social democrats will, for the time 
being, not have to argue with Martens, and the PVDA 
will find it easier before that date to conclude a coalition 
agreement with the CDA (or perhaps even the VVD 
[People’s Party for Freedom and Democracy)). 


This is undoubtedly the most important reason that the 
PVDA is reacting coolly to the appeals from the IKV, 
some of which have been very direct and virulent, such 
as the one by IKV workers on 8 November (“Open 
Forum” in DE VOLKSKRANT). It is also being rea- 
soned that the PVDA does not want to end up too 
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quickly in a position of an unwavering “no” without 
having first developed alternatives with international 
kindred spirits. They are waiting quietly, fearful of an 
IKV clap on the shoulder. 


In fact, a new nuclear round in NATO could seriously 
strain rela ions between the PVDA and potential coali- 
tion partuers. Some PVDA people are finding a situation 
in which the rank and file is leaving a great deal up to the 
leadership—just so they make it into a coalition soon. 
The result could be that everything will be given away 
during coalition deliberations (half modernization is 
easier than the cruise missiles were at the time). And that 
only afterwards will hell break loose in the PVDA on the 
nuclear issue. 


For Dutch opponents to a new round of armaments, 
however, it is risky to simply rely on parliamentary and 
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international tactics. Or to quietly hope that West Ger- 
man politics will allow the storm to blow over. On the 
other hand, in view of NATO wariness it is a little early 
to bring on the big guns as was the case with the struggle 
against the cruise missiles. 


But the threat is too extensive and too real for Dutch 
apathy at this point. The calm has passed, and politicians 
must help the peace movement warn and motivate 
voters, in their electoral platforms as well. There is 
enough material to supplement the “no” to this nuclear 
escalation with constructive proposals for a more com- 
prehensive disarmament policy. 


There must be a strong political counterbalance to the 
(primarily American and British) forces in NATO that— 
regardless of the world situation—are simply unable to 
say goodbye to the arms race. 
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